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Period for Reply 
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- after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
-.'Mf NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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* 1 )M' Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 November 2006 . 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) P Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) C3 Claim(s) 16-21 is/are allowed. 
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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This is responsive to Applicant's amendment filed on 1 1/13/06. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 1 1/13/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that the second stage component 5 in Tsuda referred to 
by examiner is engaged by a movement mechanism to move the second stage 5 in a 
second linear direction in the Y axis direction (as opposed to rotationally as alleged). 

Examiner acknowledges that the second stage component 5 in Tsuda is moving 
in a second linear direction in the Y axis direction, but also notes that all the members 
[including 7, 1 1 , Paddle 1 as shown in below] attached to the component 5 are rotating 
because of the rotation of the movable members 1 1 . 



Paddle 1 


4 
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i.. 1 In re claim 29, applicant argues that the Examiner has failed to address the 

elements, especially, "a component mount configured to mount a device at or near the 

rotational center of the alignment carriage.". 

Examiner notes that Examiner clearly mentioned in claim 32, the component 
■ mount 2 is shown. Note that claim 32 is dependent on claim 29, and it is clear that the 

component mount 2 should be at or near the rotational center of the alignment carriage 

in broad interpretation. 

Applicant further argues that Examiner has not established the Tsuda teaches 
> the element, "means for engaging the at least one rotation paddle to selectively rotate 

the alignment carriage". 

Examiner does not agree with Applicant because Examiner clearly indicated in 

the previous Office action that the mechanism of the movement of element 5 clearly 
- shows the means for engaging the at least one rotation paddle to selectively rotate the 

alignment carriage. As discussed above, the Paddle 1 is engaged to means [including 

member 5] so that the means selectively rotate the alignment carriage. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 7, 9-11, 13-14, 22-25, 27-32 and 33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by Tsuda et al [UsPAT 6,931,752]. 

In re claims 1 , 2, 7, 9-11,1 3-1 4, 22-25, 27, and 28, Tsuda et al disclose an 
optical device alignment mounting stage comprising: 
A base [see B in fig. 1]; 

An alignment carriage [see all the members attached to the component 

Ti]; 

At least one rotation paddle [see paddle attached to the component 5]; 

v and 

Means [see the mechanism of the movement of element 5] for engaging 
the at least one rotation paddle to selectively rotate the alignment carriage. 

In re claims 2, 23, 24, 27, 32, and 33, a component mount 2 is shown. 

In re claims 7, and 22, a spherical shape is shown in member 1 1 . 

In re claims 1 0, 1 1 , and 31 , Tsuda et al clearly show in column 4, lines 32-44 and 
fig. 1 that the claimed three different rotation axis. 

In re claim 14, it is clear that any stage other than the alignment stage, the 
component mount, and base is considered as a translation stage [e.g., stage 1, any 
stage near component 8]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
I ■ Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8, 15, 26, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Tsuda et al. 

In re claim 8, Tsuda et al disclose every aspect of claimed invention except for 
^the contact points being composed of a metallic material. 

Official Notice is taken that the contact points being composed of a metallic 
material for the purpose of solid alignment of the device is old and well known in the art. 
See In Re Malcolm 1942 CD. 589:543 O.G. 440 MPEP 706.02 (a). 
> Therefore, it would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled person in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Tsuda et al device to include the contact points 
being composed of a metallic material for the purpose of solid alignment of the device. 

In re claim 1 5, Tsuda et al disclose every aspect of claimed invention except for 
the at least one rotational control assembly which is automatically controlled. 

It would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled person in the art at the time the 
invention was made to be automatically controlled/since it has been held that broadly 
' providing a mechanical or automatic means to replace manual activity, which has 
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accomplished the same result involves only routine skill in the art. In re Venner, 120 
USPQ 192. 

In re claims 26 and 34, Tsuda et al disclose every aspect of claimed invention 
except for the quarter-shaped segment alignment carriage. 

It would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled person in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the device to include the quarter-shaped segment 
< alignment carriage, since it has been held that numerous configurations are obvious to 
the ordinary skilled person in the art. In re Dailey, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1976). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3- 6, and 12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art does not disclose or suggest an optical device alignment mounting 
device comprising all the specific components with the specific combination including a 
means for engaging a pitch rotation paddle, a means for engaging a roll rotation paddle, 
and a means for engaging a yaw rotation paddle as set forth in claims. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

In formation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. . 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://Dair-direct.usDto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

For all official patent application related correspondence for organizations 
reporting to the Commissioner of Patents: 
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- Correspondence that is transmitted by facsimile must be directed to the 
central facsimile number, (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ellen Kim whose telephone number is (571) 272-2349. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 



Primary Examiner 
January 19, 2007/EK 



Ellen E. Kim 




